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THE BODLEIAN MS OP THE NOTITIA 

Br Elmer Truesdell Merrill 

None of the editors of the so-called Notitia have attempted, so 
far as my knowledge goes, any especial investigation of the MS 
authority for the text in the full extent of that problem. A great 
revolution was, indeed, effected when it was clearly shown that 
the "Publius Victor" tradition was not authentic, and the real 
Notitia was the briefer text that had even come to be regarded as 
a blundering epitome of the other. Yet successive editors of 
more recent time, in their reconstruction of the text, have appar- 
ently not thought it worth while to act as editors of literary texts 
do act; they have not attempted to make sure that all available 
material of authentic origin and of importance has received due 
consideration at their hands ; some of them have even neglected 
important witnesses to the text that lay in the very libraries from 
which they have used other manuscripts. Preller, for example 
(Dte Regionen der Stadt Mom, Jena, 1846), used the codex 
Vindobonensis 162 (oKm35<9), but knew nothing of Vindobonensis 
3416, which represents yet another authoritative source, nor yet 
of Vindobonenses 3102 and 3103, which, with other MSS, repre- 
sent yet a third. Urlichs {Codex urbis Romae topographicus, 
Wftrzburg, 1871) cited the readings of codex Monacensis 794, a 
copy of the lost Speyer MS, but apparently made no attempt, even 
by the comparison of another copy known to him to be in the same 
library (Monac. 10291), to determine with greater precision the 
readings of the important vanished archetype. Even Jordan 
{Topographie der Stadt Rom-im AUerthum, Vol. II, Berlin, 1871) 
disregards the representatives of the Speyer MS in the constitution 
of his text of the Notitia, though he is aware that there are such 
in existence. 

One of the essential things for any further critical study of 
the text of the Notitia would appear to consist in an attempt to 
find other important MSS of that document than those already 
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known to be in existence. As no such systematic search appears 
to have been made by anyone, the prospect of some useful dis- 
covery in that direction is by no means hopeless. Furthermore, 
the text of the Notitia in the lost Speyer MS might well be more 
precisely determined, by a comparison of the several extant copies 
of it, most of which, at any rate, appear to have been made with 
some degree of care. To contribute a trifle toward that end is the 
main purpose of this paper. 

Among the MSS in the Bodleian library at Oxford is one 
[Canonicianus lat. misc. 378) which is a copy of the lost Speyer 
MS, containing near the end (f. 170 recto), but before the 
Demensuratio prouinciarum and the excerpt from Gregory 
Nazianzen, the same subscription as cod. Monac. 99 antea 
Victorianus (Parthey-Pinder), or a. n. 794 (Urlichs), viz.: 

Exemplata est hec cosmographia, que Scoti dicitur, cum picturis ex 
uetustissimo codice quem habui ex Spirensi bibhotheca, anno Domini 
m. eccc. xxxvj mense lanuario; Dum ego Petrus Donatus, Dei paciencia, 
episcopus Paduanus, uice sanctissimi domini Eugenii Pape iiii. general! 
Basiliensi concilio praesiderem. 

This Bodleian codex was noted by Parthey and Pinder in 
their edition of the Itinerarium Antonini Augusti et Hierosoly- 
mitanum (Berlin, 1848) , and a collation of the Notitia dignitatiim 
part of it is given by Seeck in his edition of that document 
(Berlin, 1876). I have collated it for the Notitia of the city of 
Rome; but for the sake of economy of space I give below only 
the readings which appear to differ from those of its Munich twin 
(see above), trusting for these, though with great hesitation, the 
apparatus criticus of Urlichs, since I have had no opportunity to 
collate that MS for myself, and foresee no such opportunity in the 
near future. If I mistake not, this Munich MS (Urlichs' N) is 
the only copy of the lost Spirensis from which the readings of 
the Notitia have been published. Reports from the collation of 
other documents (especially the Itinerarium Antonini and Notitia 
dignitatuni) contained in extant copies of the Spirensis appear to 
indicate, as I have said, that a number of these copies were made 
with tolerable accuracy; and therefore, from the comparison of 
more, or all, of them, it ought to be possible to determine with 
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considerable precision the text of the Notitia as contained in 
Spirensis. It accordingly appears advisable to reserve critical 
comment on that matter until more of these collations are in hand. 
If no one takes up the task before me, I am inclined, after the 
completion of certain other work now in progress, to undertake 
the preparation of a critical edition of the Notitia and Curiosum, 
based upon a new recension of the material. Meanwhile I should 
be extremely grateful to any scholar who will call my attention to 
MSS of either document not thus far known. 

The following list contains, then, the readings of the Notitia 
in cod. Canonicianus lat. misc. 378 (0) that appear to differ from 
the readings of cod. Monacensis a. n. 794 (N) as given by Urlichs 
in his Codex urbis Romae topographicus, to which are the refer- 
ences (by page and line) : 



1 gloriosior] clariosior 




p. 7 2 samdaliarium 


2 prima (et sic saepe 


dein- 


4 uiginti duorum 


ceps) 




7 faustine 


5 uitriarium 




suburam 


6 carruces 




8 dafnidis 


balneum {et sic 


saepe 


10 lacus .Ixxum. 


deinceps) 




11 esquilie 


7 antiochiani 




13 ampitheatrum castrense 


8 arcumadd. 






parthici 




p. 9 2 aediculae XV. om. 


10 horrea .xui. 




uicomagistri .xlum. 


balnea .Ixxxiii. 




3 balinea LXXV. om. 


lacus .Ixxxiiii. 




lacus 


11 duodeeim milia .ccxiiiiii. 


4 pistrina .xii. 

6 mamurttem plumbeam 


13 cohortes uigulum 




1 africe 




dei 


3 nucam auream 




7 puniculum 


4 II.] duo 




ortos 


tria milia • DC • 




8 diocletianas et constan- 


horrea xiiii 




tinas 


9 presentissummucoragum 


9 cohort .iii. uigiluj 


scolam 




uici .xun. edicule .xun. 


10 titianas 




10 uicomagistri .xuiii. 


11 liuii 




11 lacos .Ixxiii. 


12 domus sexaginta 




13 cohort .uii. uigilu 


13 balnea octoginta 




15 gyptiani 
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p. 11 



p. 13 



15 



p. 17 



2 ortos 


4 millia 


domus 


laici in laci corr. 


6 rostra tria 


9 coclydem 


12 miliariu aureu iulie tem- 


plum casto^ ueste 


1 unguentarium 


2 triginta quatuor 


3 edicule .xxuiiii. 


.xluni. 


6 stabula numero quatuor 


f actiones uiii edes porti- 


cum 


8 theatra quatuor 


balbi qui capit ab ea 


ti-iginta milia .Ixxxurii. 


campum martium {rell. 


om.) 


1 marciani 


3 hadrianium 


5 diuoy 


6 .xluni. 


duo milia septingente 


.Ixxuii. 


7 lacus 


9 Deum] dm (=domini) 


10 ramnusi 


13 II.] duo 


li domus .Ixxxuni. 


15 .xi. milia sexcentos 


5 Velabrum-Constantini om. 


6 uicomagistri .xviiii. 


II.] duo 


domus .Ixxxviiii. 


7 pistrina .xii. (ut uidetur, 


sed fortasse .xu.) 


10 nammosam 


11 subsaxanae 


partorium 


12 cohortes .iiii. uici 


13 uici .xuii. 



p. 19 3 .xii. milia 

6 nymfetrie 
thermas uriane 

7 uici .xuii. edicxile .xun. 

8 .xlum. 

dom (= domus) 

10 ducenta nouem milia 

11 transtiberiana 

12 naumachias u 
ortos domitios 
balneum 

p. 21 1 cohort septem uigilum 

3 ortos gentis 

4 uicomagistri 

5 quatuor 
domus 

6 trigintaria milia 
8 .xxviiii. 

10 pedes fin. uers. om. 

11 mansoleo 

p. 23 1 septem 
aelius 
fabricius 
3 septem 
Oelius (O init. rubricata, 
ut aliae initt. alibi) 

5 octo 
agrippes 

6 pecuarius {tali abbreu. 

hie solum posita, ut 
uidetur) 

10 matidies 

11 marcianes 
floscellaria constantiniana 

12 titianae agryppianae sures 

13 alexandrianae 
diocletianae 

p. 25 4-8 (Traiana — Ciminia Curi- 
osi ordinem, ut N, se- 
quitur) 
6 Camparia 
Hostiensis 
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p. 25 7 Cornelia inter Gallica et p. 27 4 horrea CCXC. om. 

Triumealis omissum, 5 mille (uel fortasse inille) 

inter Ciminia et Tiberi- pistrina .ccliiii. 

na additum, asterisco 6 .x. 

praeposito, et in loco .iiii. 

secundum ordinem iu- 7 uix ilia 

stum inserto 8 Rauennatium — 10 Victi- 

8 Tiberina mariorum om, ut W 

10 ampitheatra 

11 coclydes duo macelli duo 



Even a cursory examination of these readings in comparison 
with those of cod. Vindob. 162 (Jordan's and Urlichs' A) will 
show, even more clearly than could be judged from the readings 
of N as given by Urlichs, the very close relationship between A 
and Spirensis. The precise bond between them might even now 
be inferred, but can doubtless be more convincingly established 
when more of the copies of Spirensis have been collated, and A N 
once more reviewed with care. My own scanty experience in the 
collation of MSS before collated by others, or by myself, and in 
the submission of my own collations to critical review by the care- 
ful eyes of others, has taught me that the only way to secure an 
approach to accuracy in the report of MS readings is through such 
independent and repeated collations, followed by a careful com- 
parison once more with the original on all points of discovered 
disagreement. Even when a collation has been made with, let us 
suppose, inhuman impeccability, the subsequent processes of copy- 
ing, and recopying, and working into other necessary forms, and 
typesetting, and proofreading, and the diabolically malignant 
ingenuity of the linotype machine at the supreme moment, are 
certain to introduce enough blunders to make the soul that is 
ambitious of virtue refuse all comfort except such as is to be found 
in cursing Gutenberg, Fust, Schoffer, and all their company — or 
in reviewing other people's sins. 

In the apparent lack of such an accessible compilation else- 
where, it may not be useless to append here a list of the MSS 
that have been already observed by others to contain the 
Notitia : 
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I. Copies of Spirensis: 

a. Matritensis Q 129, Kegius, s. XIV-XV; 
6. Canonicianus lat. misc. 378, an. 1436; 

c. Monacensis 794, antea 99, Victorianus, an. 1436 (Urlichs N); 

d. Monacensis 10291, antea 291, Palatinus, an. 1542-1551; 

e. Parisinus 9661, antea Regius suppl. lat. 671, Lamonianus, s. XV; 
/. Vindobonensis 3103, s. XV; 

g. Vindobonensis 3102, Salisburg. 18&, Endlich. 331, an. 1529? 

1484?; 
h. Barberinus 809, s. XVI. 

(Besides these there are other copies derived from Spirensis, but 
perhaps not immediately, or exhibiting interpolation. Such 
may be Vindob. suppl. 14, s. XV, which contains inter alia, ''P. 
Victor de regionibus urbis," and Neapolitanus Borbonicus 172'''. 
IV. D. 22^, which contains inter alia a "Descriptio urbis Romae." 
Both of these are mentioned by Parthey-Pinder, and others are 
also extant ; but all such MSS are naturally of minor importance.) 
II. Vindobonensis 162, antea 328, s. IX (Preller, Jordan, and Urlichs 
A; closely related to Spirensis). 

III. Laurentianus 89. 67, s. X (Preller, Jordan, Urlichs B ; contaminated 
with Curiosum, and hence of little critical value save for its age, 
and for the fact of its use by early scholars). 

IV. Vindobonensis 3416, antea 56, s. XV (Jordan S, Urlichs C; 
Mommsen in Abh. d. sacks. Ges. d. Wiss. II. 549 ff., 606 ff.). 

The above list is to be taken "as it is." It not improbably 
needs correction (for which I should be grateful), and it certainly 
needs addition. 

Trinity Collegb, Habtpokd, Conn. 



